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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the disclosure. 
The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single paragraph on a 

separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that the abstract not exceed 
150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract on the computer tape used by the 
printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "means" 
and "said," should be avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist 
readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information given in the 
title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The disclosure concerns," 
"The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure describes," etc. 

The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the body of the abstract contained 
two paragraphs. The second paragraph contained the word 'Fig.T. Correction is required. See 
MPEP§ 608.01(b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
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international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-6, 8-15, 26, 28-30 and 32-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Marsolais (U.S. Patent No. 6,088,598). 

Regarding claim 1, Marsolais teaches receiving the zone information by the mobile 
terminal (fig.4; col.3, lines 3-6, col.7, lines 8-10). 

Marsolais further teaches determining greetings [i.e., operational parameters] in the 
mobile terminal by means of the received zone information (fig.6; col.3, lines 3-12, 36-9, 59-62, 
col.4, lines 1-4, col.8, lines 10-18). 

Marsolais further teaches setting the determined greetings as greetings of the mobile 
terminal, such that the communication with the mobile radio system is provided by means of the 
first transmission means (fig.4, 6; col.7, line 61- col.8, line 18). 

Regarding claim 2, Marsolais teaches that the terminal transmits a zone information 
request (fig.4; col.7, lines 8-18). 

Regarding claim 3, Marsolais teaches that zone information and operational parameters 
are allocated to each other and stored in the terminal, the determination of the operational 
parameters is realized by comparing the received zone information with stored zone information 
for determining a correspondence, and wherein the operational parameters allocated to the 
corresponding zone information are determined as operational parameters (fig.4, 6; col.7, line 
61- col.8, line 18). 

Regarding claim 4, Marsolais teaches that a interpretation provision is inherently stored in 
the terminal, and wherein the determination of the operational parameters is realized by 
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interpreting the received zone information by means of the interpretation provision (fig.4, 6; 
col.7 5 lines 1-7, 61-67, col.8, lines 1-18). 

Regarding claim 5, Marsolais teaches that the setting of the determined operational 
parameters is realized by storing a status information in a status information memory of the 
terminal (fig.4, 6; col.7, line 61- col.8, line 18). 

Regarding claim 6, Marsolais teaches that the first transmission means is inherently, a 
short range transceiver (fig.3; col. 6, lines 33-44). 

Regarding claim 8, Marsolais teaches that the received zone information comprises 
several zone types (col. 6, lines 56-61). 

Regarding claim 9, Marsolais teaches that the zone information is received by the first 
transmission means (fig.4, 5; col. 3, lines 3-6, col.7 5 lines 8-10). 

Regarding claim 10, Marsolais teaches that the mobile terminal determines a private 
system identities (PSID's) [i.e., distance parameter] value, and wherein the steps of determining 
operational parameters in the terminal and setting the determined operational parameters are 
performed if the PSID value indicates that the mobile terminal is located within the location zone 
(fig.6; col.3, lines 3-12, col.7, lines 26-36, 61-67, col.8, lines 1-18). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Marsolais teaches that the distance parameter value is determined by 
means of a location information (fig.6; col.3, lines 3-12, col.7, lines 1-7, 61-67, col.8, lines 1-18). 

Regarding claim 12, Marsolais teaches that the distance parameter value is determined by 
means of a signal received from a sender signaling the zone information (fig.6; col.3, lines 3-12, 
col.7, lines 26-36, 61-67, col.8, lines 1-18). 
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Regarding claim 13, Marsolais teaches that the indication, whether the mobile terminal is 
located within the location zone is determined by comparing the distance parameter value with a 
reference value (fig.6; col.3, lines 3-12, col.7, lines 26-36, 61-67, col. 8, lines 1-18). 

Regarding claim 14, Marsolais teaches that the reference value is negotiated between the 
mobile terminal and a sender signaling the zone information (fig.6; col.3, lines 3-12, col.5, lines 
20-24, col.7, lines 26-36, 61-67, col.8, lines 1-18). 

Regarding claim 15, Marsolais teaches that the switchover to the first transmission means 
is performed on a user request (col.5, lines 13-24). 

Regarding claim 26, Marsolais teaches a transceiver 88 [i.e., first transmission means] 
receiving a zone information request and wirelessly sending out an allocated zone information in 
a limited transmission area (fig.4, 5; col.3, lines 3-6, col.7, lines 8-10, 37-39). 

Marsolais further teaches a memory 95 [i.e., zone information memory] storing zone 
information data (fig.5, 6; col.3, lines 3-12, col.7, lines 1-7, 50-60). 

Marsolais further teaches a computer unit determining by means of the stored zone 
information data the zone information, which is allocated to the zone information request (fig.4, 
6; col.7, line 61- col.8, line 18). 

Regarding claim 28, Marsolais teaches that zone information requests and zone 
information are allocated to each other and stored in the zone information memory, and wherein 
the computer unit detects a correspondence between the received zone information request and a 
stored zone information request by means of comparison and determines the zone information 
allocated to the corresponding zone information request as zone information to be sent (fig.4, 6; 
col.7, lines 1-7, 50-60, 61-67, col.8, lines 1-18). 
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Regarding claim 29, Marsolais teaches that the computer unit determines the zone 
information by means of an interpretation provision (fig.4, 6; col.7 5 lines 1-7, 61-67, col. 8, lines 
1-18). 

Regarding claim 30 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claims 13 and 14. 

Regarding claim 32 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claims 1, 12 and 13. 

Regarding claim 33, Marsolais teaches that a computer program capable of being loaded 
inherently into an internal memory of a digital computer unit and inherently comprising software 
code parts being suited to perform respective steps, if the computer program is executed on the 
computer unit (fig.4 5 6; col. 7, lines 61-67, col. 8, lines 1-18). 

Regarding claim 34, Marsolais teaches that the computer program is inherently stored on 
a computer-readable medium (fig.4; col. 7, lines 50-59). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Marsolais (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,088,598) and in view of Alberty et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,178,330). 
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Regarding claim 7, Marsolais fails to teach "the second transmission means is deactivated 
by setting the operational parameters". Alberty teaches that the second transmission channel [i.e., 
means] is deactivated by setting the transmission [i.e., operational] parameters (col. 6, lines 35- 
50). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Marsolais to incorporate the second transmission means being deactivated 
by setting the operational parameters as taught by Alberty. The motivation for the modification is 
to have doing so in order to deactivate the replaced channels. 

6. Claims 16, 18-25 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Marsolais (U.S. Patent No. 6,088,598) and in view of Shinoda et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,377,816). 

Regarding claim 16 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 26. Furthermore, Marsolais teaches a memory [i.e., status memory] indicating the 
greetings [i.e., operational parameters] presently valid for the terminal (fig.5, 6; col. 3, lines 3-12, 
col.7, lines 26-36, 61-67, col.8, lines 1-18). 

Marsolais further teaches a computer unit determining greetings by means of the received 
zone information and setting them as greetings for the terminal by means of the status memory 
(fig.6; col.3, lines 3-12, 36-9, 59-62, col.4, lines 1-4, col.8, lines 10-18). 

However, Marsolais does not specifically teach "a second transmission means for the 
communication with a mobile radio network, wherein the communication with the mobile radio 
system is adapted to be provided by means of the first transmission means". Shinoda teaches a 
second transmission means for the communication with a mobile radio network, wherein the 
communication with the mobile radio system is adapted to be provided by means of the first 
transmission means (abstract; fig.2; col.2, lines 25-44, col.5, lines 19-29, 46-55, col.6, lines 5-11, 
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40-47, 65-67, col.7, lines 1-13). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify Marsolais to allow a second transmission means 
for the communication with a mobile radio network, wherein the communication with the mobile 
radio system is adapted to be provided by means of the first transmission means as taught by 
Shinoda. The motivation for the modification is to have doing so in order to provide a 
compatible device having both functions of different communication protocols so that the device 
can change its connection to a communication network. 

Regarding claims 18-21 and 23-25 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed above 
with respect to claims 2-4, 6 and 13-15 respectively. 

Regarding claim 22 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claims 1 1 and 13. 

Regarding claim 31 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 16. 

7. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Marsolais (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,088,598) and in view of Shinoda et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,377,816) and further in 
view of Alberty et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,178,330). 

Regarding claim 17 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 7. 

8. Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Marsolais (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,088,598) and in view of Pass (U.S. Pub. No. 2004/0078354). 

Regarding claim 27, Marsolais fails to teach "the zone information transmitter is mobile". 
Pass teaches that the wireless server [i.e., zone information transmitter] is wireless [i.e., mobile] 



Application/Control Number: 09/924,928 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2645 

(abstract; fig.l; page 1, paragraph 0009). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Marsolais to allow the zone 
information transmitter being mobile as taught by Pass. The motivation for the modification is to 
have doing so in order to provide the mobile user a communication access to the web page by the 
use of artificial intelligence software in the wireless server. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Yen (U.S. Pub. No. 2003/0036389) teach Dynamic Maintenance Of Location 
Dependent Operating Parameters In A Wireless Terminal and Wang et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,711,418) teach Wireless personal mobile data terminal receiving a wide-area broadcast and 
capable of two-way communication in a local area. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Md S Elahee whose telephone number is (703) 305-4822. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon to Fri from 8:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone ', are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Fan Tsang can be reached on (703) 305-4895. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



MD SHAFIUL ALAM ELAHEE 
January 23, 2005 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
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